
Adolygiad Arholiad Ar-lein CBAC 2014

TAG Daearyddiaeth G1 1201-51 

Perfformiad yr holl ymgeiswyr ar draws y cwestiynau

Teitl y cwestiwn N Sgôr gymedrig GS Marc uchaf Ff H Cynnig %
1 5751 13.6 3.8 25 54.2 100
2 5751 14 3.6 25 56.1 100

3a 5695 5.1 1.8 7 72.7 99
3b 5481 3.3 1.8 8 41.8 95.3
3c 5558 4.9 2 10 48.7 96.6
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TAG Daearyddiaeth G1 1201_51 

Sticky Note
Rhif y cwestiwn fel arfer

Sticky Note
Nifer yr ymgeiswyr sy’n ceisio ateb y cwestiwn

Sticky Note
Cyfrifir y sgôr gymedrig trwy adio sgorau'r ymgeiswyr unigol a'u rhannu â chyfanswm nifer yr ymgeiswyr. Os bydd yr ymgeiswyr i gyd yn cyflawni'n dda ar eitem arbennig, bydd y sgôr gymedrig yn agos at yr uchafswm marciau. I'r gwrthwyneb, os bydd ymgeiswyr yn gyffredinol yn cyflawni'n wael ar yr eitem bydd gwahaniaeth mawr rhwng y sgôr gymedrig a'r uchafswm marciau. Bydd cymharu'r marciau cymedrig yn syml yn dwyn sylw at yr eitemau hynny sy'n cyfrannu'n arwyddocaol at berfformiad cyffredinol yr ymgeiswyr. Fodd bynnag, gan nad oes i bob eitem yr un uchafswm marciau, arwydd rhannol yn unig o berfformiad ymgeiswyr a geir trwy gymharu'r cymedrau. Nid yw cael cymedrau cyfartal o anghenraid yn golygu perfformiad cyfartal. Os oes gan gwestiynau uchafswm marciau gwahanol, dylid defnyddio'r ffactor hygyrchedd i gymharu perfformiad.

Sticky Note
Mae'r gwyriad safonol yn mesur gwasgariad y data o gwmpas y sgôr gymedrig. Po fwyaf yw'r gwyriad safonol, mwyaf gwasgaredig (neu lai cyson) yw perfformiadau'r ymgeiswyr am yr eitem honno. Mae cynnydd yn y gwyriad safonol yn tueddu i fod yn arwydd o amrywiaeth gynyddol o blith ymgeiswyr, neu o bapur sy'n gwahaniaethu fwy, gan fod y marciau'n fwy gwasgaredig o gwmpas y canol. Mewn gwrthgyferbyniad, byddai gostyngiad yn y gwyriad safonol yn awgrymu bod mwy o unffurfiaeth ymhlith yr ymgeiswyr, neu bod llai o wahaniaethu ar y papur, gan fod marciau'r ymgeiswyr wedi'u clystyru fwy o gwmpas y canol.

Sticky Note
Uchafswm y marciau ar gyfer cwestiwn arbennig.

Sticky Note
Mae ffactor hygyrchedd eitem yn mynegi'r marc cymedrig fel canran o'r uchafswm marciau (Uchaf. Marciau) ac yn fesur o hygyrchedd yr eitem. Os yw'r marc cymedrig a enillir gan yr ymgeiswyr yn agos at yr uchafswm marciau, bydd y ffactor hygyrchedd yn agos at 100 y cant a'r eitem yn cael ei hystyried yn hygyrch iawn. Fodd bynnag, os yw'r marc cymedrig yn isel o'i gymharu ag uchafswm y sgôr, bydd y ffactor hygyrchedd yn fychan a'r eitem yn cael ei hystyried yn llai hygyrch i'r ymgeiswyr.

Sticky Note
Mae'r tabl, i bob eitem, yn dangos nifer (N) a chanran yr ymgeiswyr wnaeth roi cynnig ar y cwestiwn. Wrth gymharu eitemau ar y mesur hwn mae'n bwysig ystyried trefn ymddangos yr eitemau ar y papur. Os oes cyfanswm amser cyfyngedig i'r papur, mae'n bosibl na fydd gan rai ymgeiswyr ddigon o amser i gwblhau'r papur. Gall hyn olygu, yn ôl y mesur hwn, fod gan yr eitemau hynny sydd ar ddiwedd y papur ffigur datchwyddedig. Os nad ystyrir bod yr amser a ddyrannwyd am y papur yn ffactor arwyddocaol, gall canran isel olygu bod problemau hygyrchedd. Pan fydd ymgeiswyr yn cael dewis cwestiwn mae'r ystadegau'n dangos blaenoriaethau'r ymgeiswyr, ond dylanwad y polisi addysgu yn y ganolfan hefyd.
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Ffigur 2: Marwolaethau o ganlyniad i ddaeargrynfeydd sy’n gysylltiedig â lefel datblygiad a 
maint cymedrig, 1980-2009 

ⓗ WJEC CBAC Cyf.
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2. (a) Defnyddiwch Ffigur 2 i ddisgrifio amrywiadau yn y marwolaethau o ganlyniad i 
ddaeargrynfeydd. [5]

 

 

ⓗ WJEC CBAC Cyf.
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Sticky Note
Prin yw'r ddealltwriaeth o'r tabl. Ceir 1 amrywiad a chefnogaeth o'r tabl.

Sticky Note
1 amrywiad yn cael ei adnabod a'i gefnogi gan ddata o'r tabl.

Sticky Note
Diffyg dealltwriaeth o'r tabl yma.

Sticky Note
Defnyddiwch Ffigur 2 i ddisgrifio amrywiadau yn y marwolaethau o ganlyniad i ddaeargrynfeydd. (5)  Mae'r tabl yn dangos amrywiadau mewn marwolaethau a achosir gan ddaeargrynfeydd mewn pedwar categori - dim marwolaethau, 1-9 marwolaeth, 10-100 marwolaeth a dros 100 o farwolaethau. Wedyn mae’r tabl yn rhoi % y daeargrynfeydd yn y categorïau hyn ar gyfer gwledydd ar dair lefel datblygiad. Er enghraifft, mae'n dangos bod 6.5% o'r daeargrynfeydd a arweiniodd at ddim marwolaethau wedi digwydd mewn GII. Mae gwaelod y tabl yn dangos maint cymedrig y daeargryn ar gyfer pob categori - mae'n dangos bod  maint cymedrig y daeargrynfeydd a arweiniodd at ddim marwolaethau yn 5.9. 
Mae 1 marc yn cael ei ddyfarnu am amrywiad a ddangosir gyda marc pellach am dystiolaeth o’r adnodd.







Sticky Note
Gwelir amrywiadau yn cael eu hadnabod yn y tabl ac yn cael eu cefnogi yn rheolaidd a chywir gyda data o’r tabl. Gwelir defnydd da  o gymariaethau fel “isaf”, “uchaf”, etc., yn cael eu gwneud yn gyson yma.

Sticky Note
Defnyddiwch Ffigur 2 i ddisgrifio amrywiadau yn y marwolaethau o ganlyniad i ddaeargrynfeydd. (5)  Mae'r tabl yn dangos amrywiadau mewn marwolaethau a achosir gan ddaeargrynfeydd mewn pedwar categori - dim marwolaethau, 1-9 marwolaeth, 10-100 marwolaeth a dros 100 o farwolaethau. Wedyn mae’r tabl yn rhoi % y daeargrynfeydd yn y categorïau hyn ar gyfer gwledydd ar dair lefel datblygiad. Er enghraifft, mae'n dangos bod 6.5% o'r daeargrynfeydd a arweiniodd at ddim marwolaethau wedi digwydd mewn GII. Mae gwaelod y tabl yn dangos maint cymedrig y daeargryn ar gyfer pob categori - mae'n dangos bod  maint cymedrig y daeargrynfeydd a arweiniodd at ddim marwolaethau yn 5.9. 
Mae 1 marc yn cael ei ddyfarnu am amrywiad a ddangosir gyda marc pellach am dystiolaeth o’r adnodd.
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Sticky Note
Dealltwriaeth arbennig o dda o'r tabl. Ceir nifer o amrywiadau yn cael eu hadnabod a'u cefnogi yn gyson a chywir gyda data o'r tabl.
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2.   
[5]

 (b) Cymharwch effeithiau lleol ac effeithiau rhanbarthol un neu fwy o ddigwyddiadau 
tectonig. [10]

 

ⓗ WJEC CBAC Cyf.







Sticky Note
"yr ardal" = "lleol" yn y cyd-destun yma.

Sticky Note
Diffyg gwybodaeth yma a chrwydro i lefel "fyd-eang" - nid y cwestiwn.

Sticky Note
Diffyg manyldeb a pheth ansicrwydd yma.

Sticky Note
Cymharwch effeithiau lleol ac effeithiau rhanbarthol UN NEU FWY o ddigwyddiadau tectoneg.  Mae 3 elfen i’r rhan hon o'r cwestiwn hwn:
Gwybodaeth o effeithiau un neu fwy o ddigwyddiadau tectoneg.
Gwybodaeth bod yr effeithiau hyn yn digwydd ar wahanol raddfeydd.
Cymhariaeth o’r effeithiau hyn ar wahanol raddfeydd (tebygrwydd a gwahaniaethau).
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Sticky Note
Lefel 2 Mae gan yr ymgeisydd yma wybodaeth weddol dda o'r enghraifft a ddewiswyd ar y cyfan. Er nad adnabyddir yr effeithiau  “lleol”  fel rhai felly yn ddigon eglur, maent yn effeithiau derbyniol ar y cyfan. Mae'r elfen “ranbarthol” yn gyfyng ac felly mae'r ateb yn anghyson. Ni cheir wir gymariaethau o'r “lleol” a “rhanbarthol” yma.

Sticky Note
Ceir nifer o effeithiau "lleol" yma ond ni wneir yn ddigon clir ac eglur mai "lleol" ydynt.
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Sticky Note
Lefel 2
Ceir 2 enghraifft dderbyniol ac fe geir “effeithiau” yma. Beth  bynnag, ni chyfeirir at y rhain fel rhai “lleol” neu “ranbarthol” ac nid oes unrhyw ymdrech i'w cymharu yma.

Sticky Note
Cymharwch effeithiau lleol ac effeithiau rhanbarthol UN NEU FWY o ddigwyddiadau tectoneg.  Mae 3 elfen i’r rhan hon o'r cwestiwn hwn:
Gwybodaeth o effeithiau un neu fwy o ddigwyddiadau tectoneg.
Gwybodaeth bod yr effeithiau hyn yn digwydd ar wahanol raddfeydd.
Cymhariaeth o’r effeithiau hyn ar wahanol raddfeydd (tebygrwydd a gwahaniaethau).

Sticky Note
Mae'r enghraifft a'r effeithiau yn dderbyniol ond, eto, ni roir yr effeithiau hyn o fewn termau effeithiau "lleol" a "rhanbarthol".
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Mae diffyg gwybodaeth yma. 
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Er bod yr ymgeisydd yn cyfeirio at effeithiau derbyniol o'r hyn a ddigwyddodd yn Siapan, ni roir yr effeithiau hyn  yng nghyd-destun "lleol" a "rhanbarthol" yma.
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Sticky Note
Cychwyn cymhariaeth yma ond angen ei datblygu ymhellach.
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Sticky Note
Lefel 3 
Mae gan yr ymgeisydd yma wybodaeth dda neu dda iawn o'r enghreifftiau a ddewiswyd ar y cyfan. Gwelir ddealltwriaeth dda o beth yw “lleol” a “rhanbarthol” a gwelir cychwyn cymariaethau ohonynt. Beth bynnag, mae angen datblygu ac ehangu ar yr elfen hon yn yr ateb i ennill 10/10.

Sticky Note
Mae'r ymgeisydd yn crwydro i lefel "fyd-eang" ac nid i "ranbarthol" yma - nid dyna'r cwestiwn. Roedd hyn yn wendid cyffredin mewn sawl ateb i'r cwestiwn hwn.

Sticky Note
Mae angen bod yn fwy manwl gywir yma  gan nad adnabyddir beth a olygir gan "lleol".
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3.   
  

 (b) Amlinellwch sut mae mapiau Arolwg Ordnans yn gallu cael eu defnyddio mewn ymchwiliad 
i amgylcheddau ffisegol newidiol. [8]
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Ffigur 3:  Rhanfap 1:25 000 o ran o ddyffryn Afon Ouse, Gogledd Swydd Efrog

ⓗ WJEC CBAC Cyf.
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Sticky Note
Lefel 2
Ceir peth dealltwriaeth o werth a phwrpas mapiau Arolwg Ordnans ac awgrym cyfyng o sut y gellir eu defnyddio i wneud ymchwilad i amgylcheddau ffisegol newidiol.

Sticky Note
Ceir dealltwriaeth gyfyng o werth map Arolwg Ordnans yma.

Sticky Note
Ceir sylw yma i afonydd ac awgrym, heb ei ddatblygu, o sut y gellir defnyddio mapiau Arolwg Ordnans i wneud ymchwiliad yn y maes etc.

Sticky Note
Amlinellwch sut mae mapiau Arolwg Ordnans yn gallu cael eu defnyddio mewn 
ymchwiliad i amgylcheddau ffisegol newidiol.
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Sticky Note
Lefel 2 
Ceir nifer o bwyntiau addas a derbyniol ond nid ydynt yn cael eu datblygu.

Sticky Note
Eto, gwelir syniad da o werth defnyddio mapiau Arolwg Ordnans ond nid yw'r elfen hon o'r ateb yn gwbl eglur ac nid yw wedi ei datblygu'n ddigonol yn yr ateb.

Sticky Note
Adnabyddiaeth gywir o'r hyn mae mapiau Arolwg Ordnans yn gallu ei ddangos a pheth ymdrech, er yn ddryslyd ar adegau, o sut y gellir gwneud defnydd o hyn wrth gynllunio gwaith maes.
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Level 3 
8-10 marks 


Good knowledge and understanding of climate change on 
society.  
Good explanation of impacts. 
Good integrated development of examples. 


Level 2 
4-7 marks 


Some knowledge and understanding of climate change on 
society.  
Some explanation of impacts. 
Some use of examples. 
Maximum Level 2 if response covers only one impact. 


Level 1 
0-3 marks 


 


Basic knowledge and understanding of climate change on 
society. 
Little use of examples. 


 
Q.2 (a) Use Figure 2 to describe variations in earthquake mortality. [5] 
 


The table shows variations in mortality caused by earthquakes in four 
categories.  These variations are also grouped by factors that may have an 
effect on the magnitude of mortality. 
  
The first part of the table shows variations in relation to levels of development. 
In response to this candidates may identify that most mortality is found in 
middle income countries.  The table also shows that higher income countries 
have a higher percentage (%) of events that result in ‘no deaths’ than ‘over 
100 deaths’.  The opposite is true of low income countries.  
 
The second part shows that higher mortality events have higher magnitude 
earthquakes. 
 
Award (1 mark) for valid comment with further (1 mark) for evidence from the 
resource. 
 
Variation can be shown by comparison of data (1 mark) e.g. earthquakes that 
resulted in no deaths are 70.6% in MICs and/whereas HICs are 22.9%; 
earthquakes that resulted in no deaths are 70.6% in MICs and lower in HICS 
at 22.9% (2 marks). 
 


 (b) Compare local and regional impacts of one or more tectonic events. [10] 
 
The question involves a number of elements – knowledge of both local and 
regional impacts plus the ability to compare these impacts.  Answers should 
display an awareness of the differences in scale required in the question.  
Examiners should be flexible in the interpretation of local and regional.   
 
Answers will probably look at the local element in the form of impacts that are 
found in the area surrounding the epicentre of an earthquake or the area 
adjacent to the volcanic eruption.  These impacts can be social, economic, 
demographic and/or physical.  Regional impacts examine those that are wider 
in extent.  For instance the economic impacts can have a broader scale ‒ 
Kobe had an impact in the Eastern Asian region as did the Sendai earthquake 
and tsunami.  The eruption of Eyjafjallajökull had a social and economic 
impact at a European scale.  Be prepared to look at impacts from the view of 
the aid that is generated in response to hazard ‒ aid came from the USA and 
other Caribbean countries as a response to the Haitian earthquake. 
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Level 3 
8-10 marks 


Good knowledge and understanding of climate change on 
society.  
Good explanation of impacts. 
Good integrated development of examples. 
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4-7 marks 


Some knowledge and understanding of climate change on 
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Some explanation of impacts. 
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0-3 marks 


 


Basic knowledge and understanding of climate change on 
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Little use of examples. 
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Examiners should be flexible in the interpretation of local and regional.   
 
Answers will probably look at the local element in the form of impacts that are 
found in the area surrounding the epicentre of an earthquake or the area 
adjacent to the volcanic eruption.  These impacts can be social, economic, 
demographic and/or physical.  Regional impacts examine those that are wider 
in extent.  For instance the economic impacts can have a broader scale ‒ 
Kobe had an impact in the Eastern Asian region as did the Sendai earthquake 
and tsunami.  The eruption of Eyjafjallajökull had a social and economic 
impact at a European scale.  Be prepared to look at impacts from the view of 
the aid that is generated in response to hazard ‒ aid came from the USA and 
other Caribbean countries as a response to the Haitian earthquake. 
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The comparison element requires candidates to look at similarities and/or 
differences at the stated scales. This comparison could take the form of an 
examination of the relative importance of social, economic physical etc. at 
local and regional scales. Other candidates may compare the scale impacts 
of different events. Part of the comparison may refer to the reasons for 
similarities and differences. This could take the form of a comparison of 
events – Haiti v Christchurch – with a description and reasoning for the 
comparison. It is important to note however that this approach needs to 
address both scale elements of the question. 
 


Accept answers that approach the question through an examination of a 
single case study as well as those that choose to refer to a number of 
examples to illustrate each element of the question. 
 


Candidates that give a detailed review of the impacts without covering the 
required scales or comparison should be confined to Level 2. 
 


Level 3 
8-10 marks 


Good knowledge and understanding of impacts at both 
scales. 
Good comparison. 
Good use of examples. 


Level 2 
4-7 marks 


Either: some knowledge and understanding of impacts at 
both scales. 
Or: good knowledge of impacts at one scale. 
Some comparison. 
Examples are evident. 


Level 1 
0-3 marks 


Basic knowledge of impacts at both/either scales. 
Little use of examples. 


 


 (c) Outline two strategies used to manage either tectonic or flood hazards. 
   [10] 
 


There will be a great variety of strategies used depending on the hazard(s) 
selected and the examples that have been studied.  Credit strategies that 
address prediction, prevention, preparation, adaptation and land use 
planning.  The focus of the question is outline so expect to see answers that 
describe the identified strategy and how it manages the hazard.  The 
management may refer to how the strategy allows people to avoid the hazard, 
to absorb the impacts of the hazard or to alleviate the impacts of the hazard 
after it has occurred. 
 


Popular strategies that may be used are: 
 


Earthquakes: building engineering, earthquake preparedness, household 
seismic safety, seismic retrofit, education for citizens, emergency service 
training, evacuation for tsunamis, land-use plans, aid and earthquake 
prediction. 


 


Volcanoes: early warning systems, evacuation, emergency plans, education 
for citizens, emergency service training, building engineering, land-use plans 
and aid. 
 


Floods:  strategies may include the use of dykes, washlands, arrangements 
of rooms in housing next to rivers, evacuation, afforestation, specific aid 
projects etc. 
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(b) Outline how Ordnance Survey maps can be used in an investigation into 
changing physical environments.  [8] 


 


Candidates could cover a variety of stages in the collection of information. In 
the planning stage there could be reference to a number of uses – the 
establishment of the suitability of the area for study, for risk assessment and 
for the establishment of sampling procedure and sites. Candidates may 
discuss the information that is available on OS maps such as height, slope, 
vegetation and the amount of settlement. OS maps can also be used as a 
base map for recording data. Some candidates may refer to Digimap as basis 
for collecting information on land use or similar maps that can be used to 
record information via GIS.  


 


The command is ‘outline’ so for full credit the response needs only to give a 
developed description of how the OS map can be used. The quality of the 
answers will depend upon the nature of the outline which could be one use of 
OS maps developed in detail or a variety of uses in less detail but giving a 
broader understanding. 


 


Level 3 
6-8 marks 


Good knowledge of use(s) of OS maps. 
Good development of link to investigation. 


Level 2 
3-5 marks 


Some knowledge of use(s) of OS maps. 
Some development of link to investigation. 


Level 1 
0-2 marks 


Basic knowledge of use(s) of OS maps. 
 


 


(c) Evaluate the main conclusions of an investigation into a changing 
physical environment that you have completed. 


 


You should state clearly the question that you have investigated [10] 
 


The content of the answer will vary greatly as individual centres will engage in 
a wide variety of investigation but the content should have a link to the 
substance of the specification.  


 


The question is looking for the main conclusions and the better answers will 
refer to the outcomes of the investigation in relation to the original question, 
issue or hypothesis set by the candidate or centre. These responses may 
comment on patterns that were identified, processes that were proved, 
relationships that were recognised or characteristics that were distinguished.  
Other valid conclusions should be credited.  


 


The second element of the question requires the candidate to evaluate the 
conclusions. This evaluation may take a number of formats. Some will 
develop the assessment of the results in relation to the original hypothesis in 
detail and this is a valid approach. Others will evaluate the conclusions 
against the sampling method, collection techniques and accuracy of 
acquisition and recording. This is also a valid approach. 


 


Level 3 
8-10 marks 


Good description of conclusions related to identified 
investigation. 
Good evaluation of conclusions  


Level 2 
4-7 marks 


Some description of conclusions related to identified 
investigation. 
Some evaluation of conclusions.  


Level 1 
0-3 marks 


Basic description of conclusions. 
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