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Comments on the Paper Commentaires sur les épreuves

Overall Comments

Congratulations to all of the participants in the 2021 Euclid Contest. The average score in 2021 was 56.9. We
were very pleased that almost all students achieved some success on the early parts of the paper. At the same
time, the later parts of these problems managed to challenge the top students.

We at the Centre for Education in Mathematics and Computing believe strongly that it is very important for
students to both learn to solve mathematics problems and learn to write good solutions to these problems. Many
students do a reasonable job of writing solutions, while others still include no explanation whatsoever.

Special thanks go to the Euclid Committee that annually sets the Contest problems and manages to achieve
a very difficult balancing act of providing both accessible and challenging problems on the same paper.

We would also like to thank all participants, both teachers and students. This year’s contests were written
under a variety of different situations, in many cases supervised by parents and guardians who wanted to ensure
that students around the world had the ability to participate despite the continuing challenges of the global pan-
demic. Teachers deserve extra appreciation for coordinating students both in their schools and writing remotely —
no easy task! Despite the circumstances, we hope that the papers provided you with some interesting mathematics
to think about and play with. Thank you for your support! Please continue to encourage your colleagues and
fellow students to become involved in our activities.

Specific Comments

1. Average: 9.6
All three parts of this question were very well done. One somewhat common error in part (b) was to mix
up the signs and give the answer “c = —3 or ¢ = 4”. In part (c), it was important to remember that there

are two solutions to the equation z? =

PN

2. Average: 9.1
The vast majority of answers to parts (a), (b) and (c) were correct. If an error were made, it often seemed
to come from misreading the question. In part (a), the answer of 1002001 was sometimes listed instead of
the sum of its digits. In part (b), we were expecting the percentage increase in the total cost but sometimes
received the increase amount in dollars, instead. Other errors usually arose because of small algebraic or
computational mistakes.

3. Average: 8.9
Overall, this problem was well done. In part (a), most got the correct answer and most of the errors that
were made were mechanical. In part (b), some students struggled to reduce the fractional value of the slope.
In part (c), some students found the y-intercept and z-intercepts but did not find the area of the triangle,
while others found an incorrect value for ¢ but completely the problem consistently based on their incorrect
value of c.

4. Average: 7.3
Part (a) was very well done. The mistakes that we did see were often was due to incorrectly applying
exponent laws. For example, incorrectly writing (23)**! as 232+ or writing 3(8%) + 5(8%) as 24% + 40%. A
few students chose to use logarithms to solve this problem, and many did so successfully, but some did not.
The other common mistake we saw was that some students did not leave their answer as an exact answer,
and instead rounded to 19.3. Part (b) was attempted by most and pretty well done. Common mistakes
included missing the negative solutions for m when solving m? = 49 and m? = 1, missing the n = 0 solution
when solving n? — 4n = 0, and adding 1 to the second term to get the first term, rather than adding 1 to
the first term to get the second term. Trial and error was an approach used when students seemed to not
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be able to solve the equations in m and n. Students who used trial and error rarely justified why they chose
the numbers they did, and in particular why they assumed m and n must be integers.

5. Average: 7.5
Overall, part (a) was well done. The answer of (7,3) was a common incorrect answer. Such students
seemed to apply the algorithm an incorrect number of times. Part (b) was pretty well done by those who
attempted it. In (i), many students used the fact that AADB is a 30°-60°-90° triangle, but many instead
used trigonometric ratios. In (ii), many students used a construction. However, most students used the
cosine law in AABC or AADC. We also saw the occasional solution that used similar triangles.

6. Average: 5.0

Most submissions to this problem were either well done or were blank. Part (a) was generally well done, with
some students using an incorrect formula. A nice approach was to notice that pairs of terms starting from
the two ends of the sequence have the same sum. In part (b), many students were able to correctly write
down two equations using the given information but were unable to proceed further. Of the students who
proceeded further, many jumped steps and so could not be given full credit for showing sufficient justification
in their solution. Some students found that r* = 4 and concluded that r = /2, not including the negative
solution r = —/2.

7. Average: 5.5
In part (a), our markers observed that about roughly half of the students got the correct answer and roughly
half presented no answer or no work. Some students who did not get the correct answer were able to get one
or two marks for correctly calculation one or two compound probabilities. Part (b) was very well done in
general. Most students who were able to factor f(a) to determine its roots were then able to carry out the
remaining steps of the problem and find the full set of solutions. Occasionally, after finding that sin § = % or
that sinf = %, a student would only obtain one of the two possible solutions for 6 in each of the two cases

(the principal angle). Others would correctly compute the composition f(g(sin#)), but would then obtain
the solutions by graphing calculator. In a question like this, showing all work is required for full marks.

8. Average: 2.0

Many students made little progress on part (a). For those who made progress, most identified that factoring
the number 9953280000 as a product of primes would be helpful; many of those students were then able
to use this information to identify either that 7 cannot go in any of the boxes in the top row, or that 5
must go in either the second or fourth box. Labelling the five top boxes a,b,c,d,e from left to right, a
significant number of students also noticed that the number in the bottom will be equal to ab*c®d*e. For
those who succeeded in performing a case analysis to finish the problem, a common mistake was identifying
the symmetry in the solutions, but applying it incorrectly, often obtaining only four solutions instead of the
full eight. In part (b), there were many blank solutions and there were multiple approaches that lead to a
correct solution. Correct solutions often involved the partial expansion and grouping of factorial terms, such
as showing that n!(n + 1)! = ((n!)?)(n + 1), repeating for each pair and then processing the non-squared
terms.

9. Average: 1.5
In part (a), most students found at least one solution and many found all four. Of the students who provided
the correct set of solutions, many lost a mark because they did not fully justify that there were no other
solutions. In part (b), we were happy to see that through algebraic manipulation or trial and error, many
students were able to come up with a general solution like a = K+ L and b = K — L. As with part (a), many
students lost a mark for not fully justifying that their stated solution worked for all pairs (K, L). There were
very few successful attempts made at part (c¢). Many students reworked their solution from part (b) but

did not observe that it would not work in some situations. For example, many students gave an answer of

K:a+bandL:a_b

. These values of K and L provide a solution to the equation but are only integers
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if @ and b are both even or both odd. A failure to address all possible parity combinations of ¢ and b was
the most common error among students who made progress on this part.

10. Average: 0.4

Many students completed the first step toward a correct solution to part (a) by joining the centres of three
pairwise tangent circles, but very few were able to arrive at the correct final answer. Many students assumed
or incorrectly deduced that a particular triangle in their diagram had a 60° angle or a right angle. It is
important for students to remember not to make precise assumptions based on how a diagram looks. In part
(b), we were pleased to see that many students realized that the radii of the circles satisfied (a+c)?+(b+c)? =
(a+b)?, though most did not provide sufficient justification to earn a mark for this observation. Some students
tried to rearrange this equation into a more helpful form, but very few realized that answering the question
came down to analyzing the divisor pairs of 2¢2.

Please visit our website at cemc.uwaterloo.ca to download the 2021 Euclid Contest, plus full solu-
tions.
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Commentaires Généraux

Félicitations a tous les participants du Concours Euclide 2021. La note moyenne était 56,9. Nous avons eu le
plaisir de constater que presque tous les éléves ont eu du succes dans les premieres questions. De plus, les dernieres
parties de ces problémes présentaient un grand défi pour les meilleurs étudiants.

Le Centre d’éducation en mathématiques et en informatique croit fortement qu’il est trés important pour les
étudiant(e)s d’apprendre a résoudre des problémes de mathématiques ainsi que d’apprendre a écrire de bonnes
solutions a ces problémes. Plusieurs étudiants développent leurs solutions résonablement bien, tandis que d’autres
n’inclus aucune explication avec leurs réponses.

Un grand merci va au comité du concours Euclide qui rassemble annuellement les problemes du concours et
réussit a accomplir la tache difficile de concevoir des problémes accessibles et stimulants sur le méme examen.

Nous aimerions remercier aussi tous les participants incluant les enseignants et les étudiants. Les concours de
cette année ont été rédigés dans des situations treés diverses, souvent sous la supervision de parents, tutrices et
tuteurs qui voulaient s’assurer que les éleves du monde entier puissent participer malgré les difficultés persistantes
de la pandémie mondiale. Les enseignantes et les enseignants méritent une reconnaissance particuliére pour avoir
coordonné les éléves a la fois dans leurs écoles et a distance — ce qui n’est pas une téche facile | Malgré les
circonstances, nous espérons que ces concours ont fourni des mathématiques intéressantes qui vous ont amusés et
poussés a réfléchir. Merci pour votre soutien continué!

Remarques particulieres

1. Moyenne: 9,6
Les trois parties de cette question ont été trés bien réussies. Une erreur assez courante dans la partie (b)
était de confondre les signes et d’obtenir « ¢ = —3 ou ¢ = 4 » comme réponse. Dans la partie (c), il était

important de se rappeler que 1’équation z? = i admet deux solutions.

2. Moyenne: 9,1
La grande majorité des réponses aux parties (a), (b) et (c) étaient correctes. Si une erreur était commise, elle
semblait souvent provenir d’une mauvaise lecture de la question. Dans la partie (a), il arrivait parfois que
les éleves donnaient ’entier 1002001 comme réponse au lieu de la somme des chiffres de ce dernier. Dans la
partie (b), les éléves exprimaient parfois 'augmentation du cofit total en dollars plutét qu’en pourcentage.
D’autres erreurs sont généralement dues a de petites erreurs algébriques ou de calcul.

3. Moyenne: 8,9
En général, ce probléme a été bien réussi. Dans la partie (a), la plupart des éléves ont obtenu la bonne réponse
et la majorité des erreurs commises étaient mécaniques. Dans la partie (b), quelques éléves ont eu du mal
a exprimer la pente sous forme de fraction irréductible. Dans la partie (c), quelques éleves ont déterminé
I'ordonnée a l'origine et les abscisses a 'origine mais n’ont pas déterminé ’aire du triangle. D’autres éleves
ont obtenu une valeur incorrecte pour ¢ mais ont résolu le probleme de maniére cohérente en se basant sur
cette valeur erronée.

4. Moyenne: 7,3
La partie (a) a été tres bien réussie. Les erreurs constatées étaient souvent dues a des applications incorrectes
des lois des exposants. Par exemple, le fait de récrire (23)*+1 sous la forme 23**! ou de récrire 3(8%) + 5(8%)
sous la forme 24% 4+ 40%. Quelques éléves se sont servis des logarithmes pour tenter de résoudre ce probléme;
certains ’ont fait avec succes tandis que d’autres non. Une autre erreur courante était d’arrondir la réponse a
19,3 plutot que de Pexprimer sous forme de valeur exacte. La partie (b) a été tentée par la plupart des éleves
et a été, en général, assez bien réussie. Les erreurs courantes incluaient I’absence des solutions négatives de m
lors de la résolution de m? = 49 et m? = 1, ’absence de la solution n = 0 lors de la résolution de n? —4n = 0,
et le fait d’ajouter 1 au second terme pour obtenir le premier terme plutét que d’ajouter 1 au premier terme
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pour obtenir le second terme. Quelques éleves, n’étant pas en mesure de résoudre les équations en m et n,
ont tenté de procéder par tdtonnements. Les éléves ayant choisi cette approche justifiaient trés rarement
leur choix de nombres et les raisons pour lesquelles ils avaient supposé que m et n étaient des entiers.

5. Moyenne: 7,5

En général, la partie (a) a été bien réussie. La réponse (7,3) était une réponse incorrecte courrante; les éléves
ayant proposé cette réponse semblent avoir appliqué ’algorithme un nombre incorrect de fois. La partie (b)
a été plutot bien réussie par ceux qui 'ont tenté. Dans (i), de nombreux éleves ont utilisé le fait que le
triangle ADB est un triangle remarquable 30°-60°-90° tandis que plusieurs autres éléves ont plutot utilisé
des rapports trigonométriques. Dans (ii), de nombreux éléves ont utilisé une construction mathématique.
Cependant, la plupart des éleves ont utilisé la loi des cosinus dans le triangle ABC ou le triangle ADC.
Quelques éleves ont employé des triangles semblables dans leur solution.

6. Moyenne: 5,0

La plupart des soumissions a ce probleme étaient soit bien réussies, soit vierges. Quoique certains éleves ont
employé une formule incorrecte, la partie (a) a été bien réussie en général. Une approche intéressante était
de remarquer que les couples de termes partant des deux extrémités de la suite ont la méme somme. Dans
la partie (b), plusieurs éléves ont été capables d’écrire correctement deux équations a l’aide des informations
fournies. Or, plusieurs n’ont pas pu avancer plus loin dans la résolution du probleme. Parmi ceux qui ont pu
avancer plus loin dans la résolution du probléme, plusieurs ont sauté des étapes et n’ont donc pas pu se voir
attribuer tous les points car ils n’ont pas montré une justification suffisante dans leur solution. Quelques
éleves ont trouvé que r* = 4 et ont conclu que r = /2 (en omettant la solution négative r = —\/5)

7. Moyenne: 5,5
Dans la partie (a), nos correcteurs ont remarqué qu’environ la moitié des éleéves a obtenu la bonne réponse
tandis que I'autre moitié n’a présenté aucune réponse ou aucun travail. Certains éleéves qui n’ont pas obtenu la
bonne réponse ont pu obtenir un ou deux points pour avoir bien calculé une ou deux probabilités composées.
En général, la partie (b) a été trés bien réussie. La plupart des éléeves qui ont pu factoriser f(a) pour
déterminer ses racines ont ensuite pu effectuer les étapes restantes du probleme et ont pu trouver ’ensemble
complet des solutions. Parfois, apreés avoir trouvé que sinf = % ou que sinf = %, un éleéve n’obtenait

qu’une des deux solutions possibles pour 6 dans chacun des deux cas (soit la mesure principale de 'angle).
D’autres éléves ont bien calculé la composée f(g(sinf)) mais obtenaient par la suite les solutions a aide
d’une calculatrice graphique. Pour une question comme celle-ci, il est nécessaire de montrer tout son travail
pour obtenir tous les points.

8. Moyenne: 2,0

De nombreux éléves ont peu progressé dans la partie (a). Pour ceux qui ont progressé dans la résolution de ce
probléme, la plupart ont indiqué que la factorisation premiere du nombre 9 953 280 000 est utile; beaucoup de
ces éleves ont alors pu se servir de cette information pour comprendre que 7 ne peut étre placé dans aucune
des cases de la rangée supérieure, ou que 5 doit étre placé dans la deuxiéme ou dans la quatrieme case. En
nommant les cinq cases du haut a, b, ¢, d, e de gauche a droite, plusieurs éleves ont également remarqué que
le nombre en bas était égal & ab*c®d*e. Pour ceux qui ont réussi a effectuer une analyse de cas pour terminer
le probléme, une erreur courante était de bien identifier la symétrie dans les solutions mais de I'appliquer
de maniére incorrecte; ce qui menait a obtenir seulement quatre solutions parmi les huit solutions possibles.
Dans la partie (b), plusieurs soumissions étaient vierges et il y avait plusieurs approches qui ont mené a une
bonne réponse. Les solutions correctes contenaient souvent un développement partiel et une réorganisation
des factorielles (comme, par exemple, le fait de montrer que n!(n + 1)! = ((n!)?)(n + 1)), ce qui était répété
pour chaque couple et ou il fallait traiter les termes qui n’étaient pas élevés au carré.

9. Moyenne: 1,5
Dans la partie (a), la plupart des éleves ont trouvé au moins une solution et beaucoup ont trouvé les quatre
solutions possibles. Parmi les éléves qui ont trouvé les quatre solutions, plusieurs ont perdu un point car ils
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n’ont pas assez bien justifié les raisons pour lesquelles il n’y avait pas d’autres solutions. Dans la partie (b),
on a été heureux de voir que de nombreux éléves ont pu trouver une solution générale comme a = K + L et
b= K — L a l’aide de manipulations algébriques ou en procédant par tdtonnements. Comme dans la partie
(a), plusieurs éléves ont perdu un point car ils n’ont pas assez bien justifié les raisons pour lesquelles leur
solution était vérifiée par tous les couples (K, L). Il y a eu trés peu de tentatives réussies pour la partie

(c). De nombreux éléves ont retravaillé leur solution de la partie (b) mais n’ont pas remarqué qu’elle ne

a+betL:a—b

comme réponse. Quoique ces valeurs de K et L vérifient I’équation, elles ne sont entieres que si a et b sont
tous deux pairs ou impairs. L’incapacité de traiter toutes les combinaisons de parité possibles de a et b était
I’erreur la plus courante parmi les éléves qui ont progressé dans la résolution de ce probléme.

fonctionnerait pas dans certaines situations. Par exemple, plusieurs éleves ont donné K =

10. Moyenne: 0,4

Plusieurs éleves ont bien complété la premiere étape requise pour arriver a une bonne réponse pour la partie
(a); cette étape était de relier les centres de trois cercles tangents par couples. Or, trés peux d’éleves sont
arrivés a la bonne réponse finale. De nombreux éléves ont supposé ou déduit a tort qu'un triangle particulier
dans leur diagramme avait un angle dont la mesure était de 60° ou de 90°. Il est important que les éleves
comprennent qu’on ne peut faire de suppositions en fonction de I’apparence d’un diagramme. Dans la partie
(b), on a été heureux de voir que de nombreux éleves se sont rendu compte du fait que les rayons des cercles
vérifiaient (a + ¢)? + (b +¢)? = (a + b)2. Or, la plupart des éléves n’ont pas fourni une justification assez
développée pour mériter un point pour cette observation. Certains éléves ont tenté d’exprimer cette équation
sous une forme plus utile, mais trés peu ont réalisé qu’il fallait analyser les couples de diviseurs de 2¢? pour
pouvoir répondre a cette question.

Veuillez visiter notre site Web a cemc.uwaterloo.ca pour télécharger le Concours Euclide 2021, avec
solutions complétes.
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Champions — 2021

Champions — 2021

STUDENTS / ELEVES

Students are listed in alphabetical order. / Les €éléves sont nommés en ordre alphabetique.

Plaques Warren Bei
Andrew Dong
Albert Lai
Eric Shen
Eric Sui
Bert Sun
Jonathan Uy
Star Xie
Haozhe Yang
Allan Yin
Ellina Zhang
Zixiang Zhou
Cuiwen Zhu

Vancouver, BC
Guelph, ON
Markham, ON

University of Toronto Schools Toronto, ON

Northern S.S.

Walter Murray C.1I.
White Oaks S.S.

Port Moody Sr. S.S.

Ottawa, ON
Mississauga, ON
Toronto, ON
Markham, ON
Saskatoon, SK
Oakville, ON
Maple, ON
London, ON
Port Moody, BC

Each plaque winner receives a $500 cash prize from the Centre for Education in Mathematics

and Computing. /

Chaque éléve qui rec¢ois une plaque recevra aussi un prix de 500 $ du Centre d’éducation en math-
ématiques et en informatique.

Honourable Mentions / Arthur Bright

Mentions Honorables

Richmond Hill, ON

Yihuan Bu Abbey Park H.S. Oakville, ON
Qinhuan Liang Vancouver, BC
Evan Lu Vincent Massey S.S. Windsor, ON

Ming Rui Lu Dr. Norman Bethune C.I. Scarborough, ON
Richard Shuai  Walter Murray C.I. Saskatoon, SK
Fred Sun St. Theresa of Lisieux C.H.S. Richmond Hill, ON
Ernest Wong St. Robert C.H.S. Thornhill, ON
Yihui Wu Virtual S.S. Burlington, ON
Thomas Yang  St. Theresa of Lisieux C.H.S. Richmond Hill, ON
Joey Zou The Woodlands Sec. School Mississauga, ON

Each student awarded an Honourable Mention receives a $200 cash prize from the Centre for

Education in Mathematics and Computing. /

Chaque éléve qui regois une mention honorable recevra aussi un prix de 200 $ du Centre d’éducation
en mathématiques et en informatique.

TEAMS / EQUIPES

Champion / Premiére Walter Murray C.I.

Second / Deuxieme St. Theresa of Lisieux C.H.S.
Third / Troisieme University of Toronto Schools

Fourth / Quatrieme St. Robert C.H.S.
Fifth / Cinquiéme Marc Garneau C.L
White Oaks S.S.

Saskatoon, SK
Richmond Hill, ON
Toronto, ON
Thornhill, ON
North York, ON
Oakville, ON



Enrollment Inscription

Number of schools registered by province /
Nombre d’écoles inscrit par province

AB 88
BC 230
MB 35
NB 22
NL 7
NS 22
NT 1
NU 1
ON 2655
PE 7
QC 41
SK 26
YT 2
International 1418
Total 4555

Number of students registered by province / Nombre d’étudiants inscrit par province

AB 446
BC 1563
MB 232
NB 119
NL 36
NS 184
NT 5
NU 1
ON 7490
PE 42
QC 211
SK 73
YT 10
International 10191
Total 20603

Total number of students enrolled / Nombre d’inscriptions individuelles: 20597
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Student Rankings Classements des éléeves

Score/ Rank/ Score/ Rank/
Note Position Note Position
100 1 49 11555
99 2 48 11850
98 6 47 12147
97 18 46 12409
96 23 45 12680
95 33 44 12946
94 50 43 13191
93 77 42 13454
92 102 41 13712
91 135 40 13968
90 165 39 14204
&9 234 38 14399
88 296 37 14608
87 351 36 14787
86 418 35 14972
85 502 34 15153
84 602 33 15309
83 699 32 15460
82 796 31 15606
81 932 30 15730
80 1100 29 15836
79 1280 28 15940
78 1479 27 16046
it 1699 26 16150
76 1945 25 16221
75 2191 24 16285
74 2479 23 16357
73 2803 22 16424
72 3141 21 16487
71 3493 20 16529
70 3865 19 16573
69 4257 18 16605
68 4636 17 16647
67 5035 16 16672
66 5455 15 16705
65 5841 14 16743
64 6261 13 16766
63 6660 12 16790
62 7040 11 16817
61 7407 10 16833
60 7783 9 16848
59 8202 8 16867
58 8555 7 16874
57 8909 6 16889
56 9263 5 16896
55 9627 4 16910
54 9944 3 16919
53 10293 2 16924
52 10620 1 16928
51 10943 0 16932
50 11250 N.B. These rankin tain to eligibl testant
.B. gs pertain to eligible contestants
only /

N.B. Ces rangs se rapportent seulement aux concur-
rents admissibles
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2021
Euclid Contest/Concours Euclide

Team Honour Roll/Palmares d'équipes

Rank/Rang School/Ecole

oo ~NOLUDWNPE

Walter Murray C. 1.

St. Theresa of Lisieux C H. S.
Uni versity of Toronto School s

St. Robert C H. S.
Marc Garneau C. 1.
Wiite OCaks S. S.
Abbey Park H.S.
Port Mbody Sr. S. S
Ri chnmond Hill H. S
Vi ncent Massey S. S.
Iroquois Ridge H S

Vi rtual Secondary School

Pi netree S. S.

Mari anopol i s Col | ege
Toronto District School
West ern Canada H. S.
Crestwood Prep. College
Victoria Park C I.

Toronto Heuristic International

Moscrop S. S.

Board Virtual

Upper Canada Col | ege (Upper School)

d enforest S. S

NO C Acadeny

St. Augustine C H. S.
Lisgar C 1.

Nort hern S. S.

Waterl oo C. 1.

Bri ght M nds Online School
W IliamLyon Mackenzie C. 1.

Jaya Int'l H S
Access Acadeny

The Woodl ands Sec. School

Dr. Norman Bethune C. 1.
University H Il S.S.
A. Y. Jackson S.S.

Bi || Hogarth Secondary School

Turner Fenton S.S.
Ment or Col | ege

Ri dl ey Col |l ege H gh School

Col I i ngwood School

SS

Acadeny

Triway Education - 2223206 Ontario Ltd.

Bl oor C.I.

Fat her M chael
Lord Byng S.S.
MIlliken MIIs HS.
Lorne Park S.S.
Colunbia Int'l College
Wal nut Grove S.S.

Chi nguacousy S. S.

Earl of March S.S.

McG vney

C HS

City/Ville
Saskat oon

Ri chnond Hi | |
Toronto
Thornhi | |
North York
Cakvill e
Cakville
Port Mbody
Ri chnond Hi ||
W ndsor
Cakville
Burli ngton
Coqui tl am
West nount
Nort h York
Cal gary
North York
Nort h York
Nort h York
Bur naby
Toronto

M ssi ssauga
Mar kham

Mar kham

Ot awa
Toront o

Wat er | oo
Mar kham
North York
M ssi ssauga
Cal gary

M ssi ssauga
Scar bor ough
Vancouver
North York
Mar kham

Br anpt on

M ssi ssauga
St Cat hari nes
West Vancouver
Whi t church-Stouffville
Toronto

Mar kham
Vancouver
Mar kham

M ssi ssauga
Hami | t on
Langl ey

Br anpt on
Kanat a

Score/Note

290
287
285
282
280
280
279
276
276
276
274
274
273
271
271
270
268
268
267
265
265
264
264
264
262
262
262
258
258
256
255
255
254
254
253
251
251
250
249
248
247
246
246
246
245
244
242
242
241
241



2021
Euclid Contest/Concours Euclide
Student Honour Roll/Palmarés d'étudiants

Name/Nom School/Ecole Location/Endroit
Group I/Groupe | Scores/Notes 100 - 98

BEI WARREN Vancouver
DONG ANDREW Cuel ph

LAl ALBERT Mar kham

SHEN ERI C Uni versity of Toronto School s Tor ont o

Sul ERI C Gt awa

SUN BERT M ssi ssauga
uy JONATHAN Northern S.S. Toronto

Xl E STAR Mar kham
YANG HAQZHE Walter Murray C. 1. Saskat oon
YI'N ALLAN Wiite Oaks S. S. Qakvil | e
ZHANG ELLI NA Mapl e

ZHOU Z1 XI ANG London

ZHU CUI VIEN Port Moody Sr. S. S Port Moody
Group Il/Groupe II Scores/Notes 97 - 95

BRI GHT ARTHUR Ri chnmond Hi |l
BU Yl HUAN Abbey Park H.S. Qakvill e
DONG Xl AOXI ANG Mar kham

LAl REBECCA Scar bor ough
LI ANG Q NHUAN Vancouver
LI'N MORGAN St. Robert C. H S Thor nhi | |

LIU ETHAN Uni versity of Toronto Schools Toronto

LU EVAN Vi ncent Massey S. S. W ndsor

LU M NG RUI Dr. Norman Bethune C. I. Scar bor ough
MURUGAN SRI TEJAS Unionville
SHUAI Rl CHARD Walter Murray C. 1. Saskat oon
SUN FRED St. Theresa of Lisieux C H S Ri chnond Hi ||
SUN RYAN Ot awa

VONG ERNEST St. Robert C H.S. Thor nhi | |

WJ Y1 HUI Virtual Secondary School Burl i ngton
XU XI NYUE Walter Murray C. 1. Saskat oon
YANG THOVAS St. Theresa of Lisieux C H S Ri chnond Hi ||
YU JI AVEI Pinetree S.S. Coqui tl am
ZHA LUO Uni onville
ZHOU Yl FAN St. Theresa of Lisieux C H S Ri chnond Hi ||
ydel] JOEY The Wbodl ands Sec. School M ssi ssauga
Group Ill/Groupe 11 Scores/Notes 94 - 92

ASAD Bl LAL Toronto
BAETZ CONNOR Kanat a
CHANPHAKEO VI NCENT Wodbri dge
CHEN TAOYI N Victoria Park C. 1. North York
CHENG JASON Marc Garneau C. 1. Nort h York
CHUNG YIU HM Seaquam S. S. Delta

GAO JI NGYI Bri ght M nds Onli ne School Mar kham

GENG NI NA Mont r eal
GONG ERI C West ern Canada H. S. Cal gary

Grade/Niveau

12
12
12

12
12
12
10
12
12
11
11

12
12
10
12
10
10
12
10
12
12
11
11
12
12
11
11
11
12
12
11
11

12
12
12
12
11
10
10

10



Group Ill/Groupe I

GRI GORI U
Qo

HAN
HESSAM Pl LEHROOD
HU

Ji

KHARI TONOV
LEE

LI

LI

LI

LI

LI U

LU

VA

MAO

U
PECHEN BERG
QN

QN
SHEN
SHEN
SUN
VANCI U
WANG
WANG
VANG

W LSON
XU

YAN
YANG

Yu
ZHANG
ZHANG
ZHANG
ZHAO
ZHENG
ZHOU
ZHU

ZHU

Group IV/Groupe IV

BASU
BEHNI WAL
CAO

CHEN
CHEN
CHEN
CHEN
CHEN
CHEN

2021
Euclid Contest/Concours Euclide

Student Honour Roll/Palmarés d'étudiants

Scores/Notes 94 - 92

MARC

KEVI N

DONGFU Nort hern S.S.

MARI A Toronto District School Board
YUEHAN
SKYLAR
ETHAN
KEATON
JASON
MUYAN Moscrop S. S.

ROSA

ZHI YUAN Pinetree S.S.

CHRI' S Iroquoi s Ridge H. S
DAVI D
AARON
YUHAO

SI MON
MATTHEW
HUBERT
JEFFREY
YI MO

Yl YANG
JI ALl ANG White Oaks S.S.

LEO Mar i anopol i s Col | ege

Lisgar C. 1.

Walter Murray C. 1.

Richnmond Hi Il H S
A. Y. Jackson S.S.

BRAYDON Richnmond Hi Il H S
Q NGYANG
YANG Yor kl and H gh School
SARAH
Y| FEI St. Theresa of Lisieux C H. S
BRI AN
JAVES Iroquois Ridge H. S
ALEX Toronto District School Board
DANNY
RI CHARD XURANMarc Garneau C.I.
Xl AO
Yl JUN
ALAN Toronto Heuristic |Internationa
AMELI E Marc Garneau C. .
Cl NDY
JERRY
Scores/Notes 91 - 89
SOHAM
AVANBI R Vi ncent Massey S. S.
JI ARUI Abbey Park H.S.
EM LY
KEVI N
LU Waterloo C. I.
Xl ANGYU West ern Canada H. S.
YUHAO Crestwood Prep. Coll ege

ZI HAN Virtual Secondary School

Aur or a

Mar kham
Toronto

Nort h Yor k

Ri chnond Hi ||
Wat er | oo
Vaughan

Gt ana

Mar kham

Bur naby

Gt ana

Coqui tl am
Cakville
Toronto

M ssi ssauga
Saskat oon

Ri chnond Hi | |
Ri chmond Hi | |
Nort h York

Ri chnmond Hi |l
Wi t by

Whi t by
QGakvill e

Weést mount

Ri chmond Hi | |
Thornhi ||
Toront o

Wat er | oo

Ri chmond Hi | |
Mar kham
Cakville
North York
Qt awa

Nort h York
Mar kham
Cakville

Nort h York
Nort h York
Mar kham

Mar kham

Burl i ngton
W ndsor
Cakville
Mar kham

M ssi ssauga
Wat er | oo
Cal gary
Nort h Yor k
Burl i ngton

12
12
10
11
10
11
12
12
12
11
12
11
12
11
12
10
12
12
11
11
12
12
12
12
12
12
12
10
11
10
11
12
12
12
12
12
11
11
12
11

12
10
11
12
12
10
12
12
11



2021
Euclid Contest/Concours Euclide
Student Honour Roll/Palmarés d'étudiants

Group IV/Groupe IV

Scores/Notes 91 - 89

CHEN Z1 JI AN Tor ont o
CONG RUI Ri chnond
Cul HAO Marc Garneau C. 1. Nort h Yor k
DA JI AXI N Ki t chener
DALLAN M A Guel ph C. and V. 1I. Guel ph
DONG BENJAM N GUELPH
DONG JOHN St. Theresa of Lisieux C H S Ri chnond Hi ||
DU FANGSHI Centenni al Collegiate Saskat oon
DU Yud AO Ceorges Vanier S.S. Nort h Yor k
FAN JI NGV\EN Vaughan

FRI TH THOVAS Abbey Park H.S. Qakvill e
GAO VI CTOR Ri chnond Hi ||
GE JI NGXUAN Virtual Secondary School Bur |l i ngt on
[cVe) HACLI N Qakville
[cVe RYAN G enforest S. S M ssi ssauga
HAHN M CHAEL University HIl S S Vancouver
HE DANNY Crestwood Prep. Coll ege North York
HONG HANNA Uni versity of Toronto School s Toronto

HU ERI C St. Robert C. H S Thor nhi | |
HUANG Q AO White Oaks S. S. Cakville
JAFARI ARYA Thor nhul |

Jl JUN Vancouver
JIN Q ANHUI Garth Webb S. S. Qakvill e
KACHRA AYDI N ALI East York
LANDA TAM R Thor nhi | |

LI MATTHEW W Iliam Lyon Mackenzie C. 1. North York
LI ZHENI NG Wat er | oo

LI ANG SHACFAN Vaughan

LI N JEFFREY St. Augustine C. H.S. Mar kham
LIN JONATHAN Mar kham
LIN SHI RLEY Ri chmond Hill H. S Ri chnmond Hi ||
LIU KEVI N YUNQ AOUpper Canada Col | ege (Upper Sc Toronto
LONG CHRI STOPHER Uni versity of Toronto School s Tor ont o

LU NATHAN Toronto
PENG JEFFREY MJ Guel ph
SAHAM ARVI N CW5 Canadi an World School s Ri chnond Hi ||
SHARVA TANI SH M ssi ssuaga
SHE MVENGZE NO C Acadeny Mar kham
SUN JI NG TONG Delta

SUN SOFI NE Mar kham
SZETO WLLI AM Uni versity of Toronto School s Toront o
TANG ZI X St. Robert C. H S Thor nhi | |
VWANG DYLAN Ri chmond Hill H. S Ri chnmond Hil |
WANG ELON A d Scona Academic H.S. Edront on
VANG KELE St. Thomas of Vill anova W ndsor
WANG YI XIN Toronto
WANG YUANZHE M ssi ssauga
WJ JENNI FER Qakville

WJ JIM Mar kham

Xl E LEO St. Robert C H S Thor nhi | |

XI NG CLI FFORD Mar kham

XI' NG ZI JUN Genlawn C.I. W nni peg

11
11
11
11
12

12
12
11
11
12
11
12
11
11
12
12
11
12
12
12
11
11
12
12
11
12
12
12
12
12
11
12
11
12
12
11
11
11
11
12
11
12
12
11
12
11
12
11
12
12
12



Group IV/Groupe IV

YAN
YANG
YE
ZHAN
ZHANG
ZHANG
ZHANG
ZHANG
ZHANG
ZHANG
ZHAO
ZHENG
ZHENG
ZHOU
ZHOU
ZHCOU
ZHU
ZHU

Group V/Groupe V

ABOUEI
ATCHUTHANANTHAN
BHARDWAJ
BA TCR
CAl

CAl

CHAN
CHANG
CHEN
CHEN
CHEN
CHEN

CRANT
DAl
DEACONU

FAN
FU
FU

GAO

HI RANO
HU

HU
HUANG
HUANG
JAM L
JI ANG
JI'N

2021

Euclid Contest/Concours Euclide

Student Honour Roll/Palmarés d'étudiants

Bl LL
DANI EL
CULLEN
SHUXUAN
ANDREW
BOYA
DANI EL
JONATHAN
LI NYI

TI AN

M RANDA
EVAN

RU M AN
BOHAN
KYLE
SELENA
ANDY

RUI

ALI

ARUN

VI VEK

W LLI AM
Yl YUAN
ZH  RONG
WAYLON
ANDY
RUCFAN
TI AN

Y! DI
ZEYU

XI NGZHOU
I NGRI D
W LLI AM
MARK
JUNBO

XI AOXI AO
JCEL

TAO

JACK

XI NYUE
ZHOUY! NGYI NG
SCOTT
ANGELA

M CHELLE
JI AHUA
VENQ
YUSAF
MAX

YI CHUN

Scores/Notes 91 - 89

Marc Garneau C. 1.
Vi ncent Massey S. S.
Marc Garneau C.|.
Ment or Col | ege

Port Moody Sr. S.S.

London Int'l Acadeny

Ri chnmond Hi Il H S

Marc Garneau C.|.

St. Theresa of Lisieux C. HS.

Richnond Hi Il H. S
denforest S.S.

Mar i anopolis Col | ege

Scores/Notes 88 - 86

Waterloo C.I.
Upper Canada Col | ege (Upper Sc

VWite CGaks S. S.
Victoria Park C.I|.
Ri chnmond Hi Il H S
Moscrop S. S.
Victoria Park C I.

St. Augustine C. H S

Iroquois Ridge H. S
Vi ncent Massey S. S.
Marc Garneau C. 1.

St. Robert C H S

NO C Acadeny

St. Theresa of Lisieux C. HS.
Jaya Int'l H S

Victoria Park C.I|.

Mari anopol i s Col | ege

Port Moody Sr. S.S.

Triway Education - 2223206 Ont

North York

W ndsor

Nort h York

M ssi ssauga
M ssi ssauga
Port Moody

Ri chmond Hi | |
Nort h York
London

Ri chmond Hi ||
Nort h York

Ri chmond Hi | |
Mar kham
Cakville

Ri chmond Hi | |
M ssi ssauga
Toront o

West nount

Wat er| oo
Toronto

M ssi ssauga
Vaughan
Cakville

Nort h York

Ri chmond Hi | |
Bur naby
North York
Wat er | oo

Mar kham

Gt ana
Cakville

W ndsor

Nort h York
Thor nhi | |
Thornhi ||

Mar kham

Ri chmond Hi | |
M ssi ssauga
North York
West mount

Ri chmond Hi | |
Mar kham

Port Moody

Ri chmond Hi | |
Mar kham

Mar kham

Gty

Mar kham

VWi t chur ch- St ouf fvi |

10
12
10
10
12
12
11
11
12
12
10
12
10
12
12
11
12
12

12
12
12
12
11
12
12
11
12
11
11
12
11
12

12
12
12
10
12
12
12
12
12
11
12
11
12
11
11
11



2021
Euclid Contest/Concours Euclide
Student Honour Roll/Palmarés d'étudiants

Group V/Groupe V Scores/Notes 88 - 86

KAHNG FRAN Wiite Caks S.S. Cakvill e
KAPCOR AAYUSH Lisgar C 1. atawa

LEE SEUNGM N Port Mody Sr. S.S. Port Moody
LEE TI FFANY St. Augustine C. H. S Mar kham

LI XI NHONG Let hbri dge
LI XI TONG St. denment's School Toronto
LIU JI AYQU Lol art School North York
LIU SAM Mar kham
LOEVSKY DEAN Concord

LU MAX Marc Garneau C. 1. Nort h York
LU ZUSHENG Walter Murray C. 1. Saskat oon
LUO HUAYI N Mar kham
LUO JI AQ NG NO C Acadeny Mar kham
VA YUDONG Cakville
MAJDI Kl ARASH Bi Il Hogarth Secondary School Mar kham
MARJANOVI C NADJA Richmond Hill H. S. Ri chnond Hi I |
MVEHRPANAH RAJAN Ri chnond Hi I |
MENG DEXUAN Ri dl ey Col |l ege Hi gh School St Cat hari nes
NEAGU DANI EL Marc Garneau C. 1. North York
PAN OVNEN Toronto Heuristic Internationa North York
QU KEVI N Newnar ket
SHARVA ARYAN Turner Fenton S. S Br anpt on
SHEN DANI EL Holy Trinity School Ri chnmond Hi ||
SHI ELLEN Victoria Park C.I. North York
SHI XI NKAI Access Acadeny Cal gary

Sl YU Bri ght M nds Online School Mar kham
SRI KANTH TEJAS Wat er | oo
SRI VASTAVA VEDAANT atawa

SuU GARY Toronto
SUN DELUN Mar kham
SUN LOU S St. Augustine C H. S Mar kham
SUN TI ANYUE Cakville
TAN DEREK St. Robert C. H. S Thor nhi | |
TANG BOHAN Cakville
TAPALAGA KATO A ax

TI AN M NGYI Walter Murray C. 1. Saskat oon
TSAI JAM E Ot awa
VAN EM LY Uni versity of Toronto School s Toronto
WANG AARON GCshawa
WANG EDWARD St. Augustine C. HS. Mar kham
WANG JENNI FER Uni versity of Toronto School s Toront o
WANG KAI' XI' N Magee S. S. Vancouver
WANG PHOEBE St. Robert C H. S Thor nhi | |
WANG XUEZHI Royal St. Ceorge's Coll ege Toronto
WANG Yl FAN Columbia Int'l College Hami | t on
ViEI ZH HAN Victoria Park C.I. North York
W KEVI N Cakvil |l e
W RODERI CK Aur ora

WJ W NNI E Moscrop S. S. Bur naby
wWJ ZH XUAN Toronto Heuristic Internationa Nort h York
Xl AO JUNXI Mar kham
XU JUSTI N Victoria Park C. 1. Nort h York

12
12
12
12
11
12
12
12
10
11
12
12
10
11
12
12
12
12
11
11
12
11
11
12
12
12
12
12
12
12
11
11
12
12

10
12
12
12
12
12
10
12

12
11
12
12
12
12
12
12
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Student Honour Roll/Palmarés d'étudiants

Group V/Groupe V Scores/Notes 88 - 86

YAN HENRY Col I'i ngwood School West Vancouver
YAN JACOB White Oaks S. S. Cakville
YANG CHUANZHI Qakvill e
YANG DANI EL Uni versity of Toronto School s Toronto

YANG MUYUAN Mar i anopol i s Col | ege West nount
YANG VENBO Crestwood Prep. Coll ege Nort h York

YU BOHANG Ri dl ey Col |l ege Hi gh School St Cat hari nes
YU | VAN Mar kham

ZENG YUANZHE Ri chmond Hill H. S Ri chnmond Hi ||
ZHANG BRI GHTEN Bl oor C. 1. Toronto
ZHANG CAROLYN Kanat a

ZHANG QLI VER Toronto

ZHENG TONY Upper Canada Col | ege (Upper Sc Tor ont o
ZHONG Kl NGSLEY West ern Canada H. S. Cal gary

ZHOU SONG Mar i anopol i s Col | ege West nount
ZHOU Yl CHEN Canpbel |l C.I. Regi na

ZHU LE HAN Guel ph

ZHU ZI M NG Access Acadeny Cal gary

zaJ XI YUAN Hami | t on

11
10
12
11
12
11
12
12
12
11
11

11
12
11

12
12



2021
Euclid Contest/Concours Euclide
Team Honour Roll/Palmares d'équipes
International

Rank/Rang School/Ecole City/Ville

1 Crosspoint at Nanjing Yuhuatai H gh Scho Nanjing

2 CHENGDU EXPERI MENTAL FOREI GN LANGUAGES S Si chuan

3 Shenzhen Grit Acadeny Shenzhen

4 Huaer Zi zhu Acadeny Shanghai

4 Shanghai Pi nghe School Shanghai

4 Transitions Lab Prep School Thi ruvanat hapur am
7 BASI S | ndependent Silicon Valley San Jose

7 Di ocesan Boys School Kowl oon

7 Q ngdao No.2 M ddl e School |CPC Q ngdao

10 Spri ngLi ght Educati on Cupertino

10 Wihan Britai n- Chi na School Wihan

12 South HIls Acadeny West Covi na

13 Jiangsu Tianyi H.S. Wixi Ji angsu

14 SI METRI Tanger ang

15 I nternational School Manila Taguig City

16 Hangzhou New Century Forei gn Language Sc Hangzhou

16 Shanghai Ji anpi ng School Shanghai

16 Shenzhen Col . of Inter. Education Shenzhen Guangdong
19 UAC Changshu Chi na Changshu

20 Hangzhou For ei gn Language School Hangzhou Zheji ang
21 Guanghua Canbri dge I nternational School Shanghai

21 SI P Dulwi ch Coll ege United School Suzhou

21 Sunmit Education Hanoi

24 Shenzhen M S. Shenzhen

25 Q ngdao No. 58 Hi gh School Canadi an Prog @ ngdao

26 H S. Affiliated to Nanjing Normal Uni. Nanj i ng Ji angsu
26 Sendel ta I nternational Acadeny ShenzZhen

26 Zhengzhou Forei gn Language School Henan Zhengzhou
29 Rosedal e Acadeny- Shenyang Shenyang

30 Chengdu Forei gn Lang. Sch. (SI NO- CANADA) Chengdu

30 Shanghai H. S. Int'l Division Shanghai

30 Shanghai Q bao Dwi ght H.S. Shanghai

30 Wixi Big Bridge Acadeny Wixi Ji angsu
34 Nanj i ng Nol Hi gh School Nanj i ng

34 Ni ngbo Hi gh School Ni ngbo City

34 Ni ngbo Xi aoshi H. S. Ni ngbo Zheji ang
34 Shanghai Anerican School (West Canpus) Shanghai

34 War daya Col | ege Jakarta Barat
39 Gezhi hi gh school of Shanghai China Shanghai

39 H gh School aff. to Shanghai Jiao Tong U Shanghai

39 Nanj i ng Forei gn Language School |IB &A-1e Nanjing

42 Shanghai Worl d Forei gn Language M S. Shanghai

43 Adcot e School Shanghai Shanghai

43 Chonggqgi ng Nankai S. S. Chongqi ng

43 Nati onal Junior Coll ege Si ngapor e

43 Suzhou Forei gn Language School Suzhou

43 Zhangj i agang |vy Experinental H. S Zhangj i agang

48 Shenyang Transformation |International Sc Shenyang

49 Canbridge Int'l Cr. of Shanghai Nornal Shanghai

49 Shenzhen Forei gn Language School Shenzhen

49 The Affiliated H S. of Peking University Beijing

Score/Note

282
281
278
274
274
274
272
272
272
270
270
269
268
265
264
263
263
263
262
261
260
260
260
259
257
256
256
256
255
253
253
253
253
252
252
252
252
252
251
251
251
250
249
249
249
249
249
248
247
247
247



Name/Nom

Group I/Groupe |

DAS
GUPTA
LI
SHARVA
ZHANG

Group 1l/Groupe lI

BAI
HAN
JIA
KHURM
LU
NONAME
PENG
SHUKLA
SUN
TANG
TAOYU
VANG
WANG
WJ
XIA
XIE
XIE
XU

YE

YU
ZHANG
ZHCOU
ZHCOU
ZHU

Group Ill/Groupe I

CAO
CHANG
CHEN
CHOUDHARY
CHUI
FAN
GOENKA
GH
GUPTA
HE
JAI'N
KANG
LAI

LI

SANJANA
MANASW NEE
ZEYU
AARYAM

M N&ZHE

YANNAN
JOONHEE
BEI

ADI TYA
SusI E
ANAND
VEI YI
ADHYAN
HAOTI AN
YI KE
CHEN
HAQUI
MUYAO
RUNQ U
RUI HAN
CHENXI

X ZHE
XUEY! CHENG
BOXUAN

Q MENG
CHENJI A
LEQ
YUNCHONG
YI NCHENG

AN
SHENXU

Q HUA

TANAV

TSZ FUNG
ZE

SHRI VARDHAN
DAVI D
SHREEVATSA
XU

SHI KHAR
JACOB

Q NGYUAN

J1 NPENG

2021

Euclid Contest/Concours Euclide
Student Honour Roll/Palmarés d'étudiants
International

School/Ecole

Scores/Notes 99 - 97

BASI S | ndependent Silicon Valley

Scores/Notes 96 - 94

Crosspoi nt at Nanjing Yuhuat ai
School
CHENGDU EXPERI MENTAL FOREI GN LANGUA

I nt ernati onal

Mani | a

Transitions Lab Prep School

Ji angsu Ti anyi
Shanghai

CHENGDU EXPERI MENTAL FORElI GN LANGUA

Shenzhen Grit Acadeny

Huaer Zi zhu Acadeny
Shenzhen Git Acadeny

Crosspoint at Nanjing Yuhuat ai

Scores/Notes 93 - 91

Sunmm t Education

H. S.
Worl d Foreign Language M S

Q ngdao No.2 M ddl e School

Di ocesan Boys School

SI METRI

Hi gh

Hi gh

| CPC

St. Xavier's Collegiate School
Wihan Britai n- Chi na School

Ameri can School

No.1 M ddl e School
South Hills Acadeny

of Kuwai t
of Zhengzhou

Location/Endroit

San Jose
Del hi
Xi'an
Pune
Nanj i ng

Nanj i ng
Taguig Gty
Si chuan
MUNMBAI
Sanmamni sh
Kot a

Nanj i ng

Thi ruvanat hapur am
Nanj i ng Ji angsu
Wixi Ji angsu
Shangha

Si ngapor e

Si chuan
Nanj i ng
Nanj i ng
Chonggqi ng
Shenzhen
Quilin
Shangha
Shenzhen
Nanj i ng
Nanj i ng
Nanj i ng
Nanj i ng

Hanoi

Q ngdao
Nanj i ng
Munbai
Kow oon
Bei j i ng
Kol kat a
Tanger ang
Kol kat a
Wihan

Qur gaon
Hawal | y
Zhengzhou
West Covi na

Grade/Niveau

12
12
10
12
11

11

11
12

11
11
12
11
11
10
12
11
11
11
12
11
11
10
11
11
11
12
11

11
11
11
11

11
12
10
12
12
12
11
12
11



Group Ill/Groupe I

LI
LI

LI
LYU
MA
QUAN
REN
SUN
TANG
TI AN

ZHANG
ZHAO
ZHU
ZHU

Group IV/Groupe IV

AGARWAL
AGGARWAL
ARCRA
AVALANI
BHAI YA
CHEN
CHEN
CHENG
DI NG

DI NG
FAN

FEI
FENG
GAO
GONG
(€V)

€V 0]
HUA
HUANG

| VERSON
JI AYU
KWAN

LI ANG
LI N
LIU

2021
Euclid Contest/Concours Euclide
Student Honour Roll/Palmares d'étudiants
International

Scores/Notes 93 - 91

LANG Nanj i ng

SHUORUI Nanj i ng

YUAN Cl UDAD DE MEXI CO

QUANJI N Q ngdao No.2 M ddl e School |CPC Q ngdao

CHENG Crosspoint at Nanjing Yuhuatai High Nanjing

JUNVEI Shanghi Shi xi Hi gh School Shanghai

CHENGXUN Nanj i ng

YI DAN Nanj i ng

ZHI YUAN Shanghai Ji anpi ng School Shanghai

Q M NG Kunmi ng

ZI TONG Shanghai Pi nghe School Shanghai

JI AYANG Beijing Huijia Private School Bei j i ng

Q ANFENG Xi anen

FI LBERT EPHR/ Taguig Gty

SHANGHAO Sendel ta International Acadeny Shenzhen

ZH LI N Gezhi hi gh school of Shanghai China Shanghai

FEI YANG Shanghai Pi nghe School Shanghai

RUI Jiangsu Tianyi H.S. Wixi Ji angsu

TI NGYA CHENGDU EXPERI MENTAL FORElI GN LANGUA Si chuan

Yl RUI Grays Essex

FANGYI Zhengzhou No. 2 Hi gh School Zhengzhou

RUI CHONG Shenzhen Col . of Inter. Education Shenzhen CGuangdong

CHENNI NG Nanj i ng

YI HANG Hefei City Anhui Pro
Scores/Notes 90 - 89

ANANYA Prayagr aj

ANANYA Transitions Lab Prep School Thi r uvanat hapur am

ARYAN Murbai

KRI SH Kol kat a

KALASH Transitions Lab Prep School Thi r uvanat hapur am

DAVEI Shenzhen Grit Acadeny Shenzhen

ZHUOXUN Nanj i ng

NI CK Di ocesan Boys School Kow oon

LECHENG Q ngdao No. 58 High School Canadian Q ngdao

YI M NG Rosedal e Acadeny Tianjin Tianjin

RUNXUAN CHENGDU EXPERI MENTAL FOREI GN LANGUA Si chuan

FAN Shanghai Songjiang Si Zhong M ddle Shanghai

ALl CE SpringLi ght Education Cupertino

Z1 ANG South Hills Acadeny West Covi na

ZI SHUO Nanj i ng

EM LY Shanghai American School (West Canp Shanghai

YUQ AN CHENGDU EXPERI MENTAL FORElI GN LANGUA Si chuan

ZH CHAO NANJ I NG

ZHONGHAN CHENGDU EXPERI MENTAL FOREI GN LANGUA Si chuan

VALENTI O SI METRI Tanger ang

PAN NANJI NG

YUNG HO Di ocesan Boys School Kow oon

CHENYU Wihan Brit ai n- Chi na School Wihan

KEVI N Taipei Gty

ANDI Shanghai
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11
10
11
11
12
10
11
11
10
10
11
11
10
11
11
11
11
11
11
11
12
11
11

12
11
11
12
10
11
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10
11
10
11
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12
11
12
12
11

11
12
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2021
Euclid Contest/Concours Euclide
Student Honour Roll/Palmares d'étudiants
International

Group IV/Groupe IV

Scores/Notes 90 - 89

LIV ZI MENG Bel | evue

LU JUNCHEN GH Canbridge International Shanghai
LUO JI ALEI ACABRI DGE EDUCATI ON SHANGHAI
LYU ZELUN Huaer Zi zhu Acadeny Shanghai
MODI SPARSH Ludhi ana
MOHAMVADI  KUBI JARI SHAYAN M r zakuckak- Khan H. S. Rasht

NASHI ER AGASTYA New Del hi
NGUYEN TUAN M NH Hanoi

PENG BOVEN Crosspoi nt at Nanjing Yuhuatai High Nanjing
PENG TI ANZHEN Hangzhou Forei gn Language School Hangzhou Zheji ang
REN XUANANG Chengdu Foreign Lang. Sch. (SINO CA Chengdu
SALHOTRA | SHAAN New Jersey Enrichnment Acadeny Short Hlls
SHAFAY ZULFI QAR MUHAMVAD YANBU AL S| NAI YAH
SHANG FEI YANG Xi anda Col | ege of Econom cs and Hum Shanghai
SHANGHAVI ARAV Kol kat a
SHARNMA MADHUV Panchkul a
SHEN XI'N Nanj i ng
SHUM HEl CHAI Di ocesan Boys School Kow oon
SOPH A RU Q CAO The Affiliated H S. of Peking Unive Beijing

TI AN YUXUAN Soner set
VERVA ALANKRI T Kul | u- Hi machal Prad
WANG CHUJI AN Shanghai Pi nghe School Shanghai
WANG HENG Beijing No 80 H. S Bei j i ng
WANG JUNYAN Shanghai
WANG RUI YU SIP Dul wi ch Col |l ege United School Suzhou
WANG TI ANYI Crosspoint at Nanjing Yuhuat ai Nanj i ng
VWANG XI PU Shenzhen Git Acadeny Shenzhen
V\EI SI KUN Hangzhou New Century Forei gn Langua Hangzhou
WJ S| YUAN Shanghai Q bao Dwi ght H. S. Shanghai

XI ONG Q TI AN Shenzhen Grit Acadeny Shenzhen

YE XI NYU Rosedal e Acadeny- Shenyang Shenyang
YUCHENG LIV UC Changshu Chi na Changshu
ZHANG ELLEN Spri ngLi ght Educati on Cupertino
ZHANG JUNCHENG Shanghai Pi nghe School Shanghai
ZHANG KAl JI E Guangzhou
ZHANG YAQZHI Huaer Zi zhu Acadeny Shanghai
ZHAO M N& I NG CHENGDU EXPERI MENTAL FOREI GN LANGUA Si chuan
ZHOU YUE Si no- Canadi an Prog. of Eng. Sch. At Guangzhou
ZHOU ZE Huaer Zi zhu Acadeny Shanghai
ZHOU ZHI HUI Shenzhen
ZHU HANGYU Chonggi ng Nankai S. S. Chonggi ng
ZHUANG TUNAN SpringlLi ght Education Cupertino
Group V/Groupe V Scores/Notes 88 - 86

AGARWAL SHUBH Bangal ore
BAI XUANTONG Shanghai Ji anpi ng School Shanghai
BHOWM K NI SHI TA New Del hi
CHU ZlYI Wihan Britai n- Chi na School Wihan

CHUA El ON NI KOLAI | nternational School Manila Taguig Gty
CuUl YUCHEN Wihan Bri tai n- Chi na School Wihan

DAS ROHAN BASI S | ndependent Silicon Valley San Jose
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11
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11
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Group V/Groupe V

DENG
DI NG
DONG
DU
FANG
FANG
FU

FU

FU
GAO
GAO
GAUTAM
GOYAL
HAMRI CK
HE

HOU
HUANG
HUANG
JAIN
JAM L
JANONG
JI ANG
KHARBANDA
KI'M
KONG
LE

LI

LI

LI

LI

LI N
LIU
LIU
LIuU

LU

LU

LU

MAO

PAN

REN
RUNGTA
SHEN

SO

SON
SRI NI VASAN
SuU

TALAE
TANG
TARACHANDANI
TRAN

FEI YU
JI AHANG
LI ANGHAN
ALLEN
KAI RUI
ZI ZHENG
HAOVEI
M CHAEL
PEI LUN
YANG

Yl HE
vVIiDT
TANVAY
PAUL
XUERU
VENYUE
YUCHEN
ZI HENG
SAUMYA
RAI YAN

2021

Euclid Contest/Concours Euclide

International

Scores/Notes 88 - 86

W\ Changshu Chi na

BI T Schoo

Int'

Centre of Nornma

of Conputer Science

Col |l ege of S

Hangzhou Forei gn Language Schoo

Tangshan No
Q ngdao No.2 M ddl e Schoo
Pi nghe Schoo
Juni or Col | ege

Shangha
Nat i ona

1 HS
| CP

Spri ngLi ght Educati on

Shanghai

Weiyu H. S

C

Zhengzhou Forei gn Language Schoo

Shenzhen M S

ANDREW DANI EL War daya Col | ege

ZHEJUN
SHREY
M NJAE
WANZH
XI'NY

JI NSHANG
MAX
ZENI NG
ZILIN
FENGCHENG
DERRI CK
MJZI
YULAN
JI AYANG
YANZE
YI YANG
YI TENG
ZHENGVO
XI'NYI
ALEX

JI AVEI
SAANVI
HACCHEN
HEESEO
JI HO
ARAVI ND
BOYUAN
SHAYAN
RU
AYUSH
DI NH QUAN

Shangha

Aneri can Schoo

of Kuwait

Worl d Foreign Language M S

Guanghua Canbri dge |International Sc

Hangzhou New Century Forei gn Langua

XWihan Britai n-Chi na Schoo

Cr osspoi nt

at Nanjing Yuhuata

Hi gh

Shenzhen Forei gn Language Schoo
BASI S | ndependent Silicon Valley

Cr osspoi nt

Shenzhen Col . of

at Nanjing Yuhuata
I nter. Educat

Shenzhen Grit Acadeny

Hangzhou New Century Forei gn Langua

Ni ngho Xi aosh

H. S.

Zhangj i agang | vy Experinental

I nt'

Shenzhen Col . of

Schoo
I nternationa

of U aanbaat ar
School Kenya | SK

I nter. Educat

Iran Atom c Energy Hi gh schoo

Summ t

Educati on

Hi gh
ion

H'S

ion

Student Honour Roll/Palmarés d'étudiants

Auckl and
Changshu
Bei j i ng

Ber kel ey Hei ghts
Shenzhen
Hangzhou Zheji ang
Nanj i ng
Tangshan

Q ngdao

Shangha

Si ngapor e

New Del h

Frankf urt
Cupertino
Shangha

Henan Zhengzhou
Nanj i ng
Shenzhen

Kol kat a

Dhaka

Jakarta Barat
Shangha

Cur gaon

Hawal | y

Shangha
Hangzhou
Tianjin

Wihan

Nanj i ng
Zhengzhou
Shenzhen

San Jose
Nanj i ng
Shenzhen CGuangdong
Shangha

Shangha
Shenzhen

Bei jing
Hangzhou
Shenzhen

Pananma

Ni ngho Zheji ang
Kol kat a
Zhangj i agang

U aanbaat ar
Nai r obi
Bangal or e
Shenzhen Guangdong
Tehr an

HEFEI

Gur gaon haryana
Hanoi
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12
12
12
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13
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12
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11
11
11
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11
12
11
11
11

12
11
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11
11
12
12
12
11
12
11
12
12



Group V/Groupe V

VAN HORSSEN
VATS

YI'N

YU

YU

YU

YU

YU
YUAN
ZENG
ZHAN
ZHANG
ZHANG
ZHANG
ZHENG
ZHQU
ZHCOU

ANDY
ANVAY

RU ZHE
ANGE
HEXUAN
HU YU
JUNKA
MENGXUAN
Q

RU M NG
Y| BO
zZInJ
LONG HI N
CHENGJ UN
HAI YUE
HONGZHOU
JI ARUI

Q FAN
SHENGQ
YUKOU
MUYAN

YI
BENJAM N
SOPHI E
BOYUE

M NG

YI NGRUI
ZlYl

XI NHUI
JIALU
ZHENYU
HANG
JIALI

JI UQ A0
LEYI
SIRUI

ZI DONG
YI TI AN
ZI XI AO
YOUQ U
HANVEN
JUNHAO
YATI NG
siQ

ERI C
YANG

2021
Euclid Contest/Concours Euclide

International

Scores/Notes 88 - 86

Shanghai H.S. Int'l Division
UWC Sout h East Asia East Canpus
Shenzhen M S

Shenzhen Grit Acadeny

Shenzhen Grit Acadeny
South Hills Acadeny

Adcot e School Shangha

Guanghua Canbri dge International Sc
Yi nghua-Bond Int'l Schoo

Zhengzhou Forei gn Language Schoo

Shanghai Starriver Bilingual School
South Hills Acadeny
Shenzhen Col. of Inter. Education

Huaer Zi zhu Acadeny

Shenyang Transformation Internation
Zhenhai H. S. Canbridge Int'l Center
Wixi Bi g Bridge Acadeny

Suzhou Forei gn Language Schoo

Hangzhou New Century Forei gn Langua

Crosspoi nt at Nanjing Yuhuatai High
H S. Affiliated to Nanjing Norrmal U
CHENGDU EXPERI MENTAL FOREI GN LANGUA
Dalian Ealing International Schoo
Hangzhou New Century Forei gn Langua
Beijing National Day Schoo

Shanghai Pi nghe Schoo

CHENGDU EXPERI MENTAL FOREI GN LANGUA

South Hills Acadeny
Wihan ULi nk Col | ege of Optics Valle
H gh School aff. to Shanghai Jiao T

Hi gh School att'd to Northeast Norm
Q ngdao No.2 M ddl e School |CPC
SIP Dulwi ch Coll ege United Schoo

Beijing No.4 Hi gh School Internatio

Student Honour Roll/Palmarés d'étudiants

Shangha

Si ngapor e
Shenzhen
Shenzhen
Dal i an
Shenzhen
West Covi na
Bei jing
Shangha
Shangha
Tianjin
Henan Zhengzhou
Kow oon
Shangha
West Covi na

Shenzhen Quangdong

Nanj i ng
Shangha
Shenyang

Ni ngbo

Wixi Ji angsu
Suzhou
Sar at oga
Sammani sh
Nanj i ng

Buf fal o
Hangzhou
Auckl and
Nanj i ng
Nanj i ng Ji angsu
Si chuan
Dalian Gty
Hangzhou
Bei jing
Shangha

Si chuan
Chul uot a
West Covi na
Wihan
Shangha
Nanj i ng
Changchun

Q ngdao
Suzhou

Abu Dhabi
Beijing

11
11
11
11
10
11
11
12
10
10
12
10
11
12
11

11
12
11
12
11
11
11
10
11

11
12
11
11
11
12
11
11
10
12
10
11
10
11
11
11
11
11
12
11



Unofficial Results

Résultats non-officiels

UNOFFICIAL STUDENTS AT SCHOOLS IN CANADA /

ELEVES NON-OFFICIEL DANS LES ECOLES AU CANADA

Name/Nom
CAI
CHEN

DE JUAN MILLON

FAWZY
HE

LE

LIU

LIU

MA

MIAO

PING

QI
SCRIPCARU
TANG
WANG
WANG
ZHENG

SCORES / NOTES 100 - 80

YIZHOU
ZIFENG
JACOBO
AHM ED
ZITING
NGOC MINH
MUYANG
YANJUN
HAOZHAN
JIAWEI
XINYI
KAILIN
JOSHUA
BRANDON
JUNRUI
YICHEN
ZIRUI

School/Ecole

Marc Garneau C.I.
London Int’l Academy
Lakefield College School

London Int’l Academy

DEVT International Boarding School
White Oaks S.S.

C.LAWRENCE ACADEMY
Birmingham Int’l Coll. of Canada
Virtual Secondary School

Triway Education - 2223206 Ontario Ltd.

Iroquois Ridge H.S.
Bishop Allen Academy
Jaya Int’l H.S.

Location/Endroit

North York, ON
London, ON
Lakefield, ON
North York, ON
London, ON
Vancouver, BC
Mill Village, NS
Oakville, ON
TORONTO, ON
Toronto, ON
Burlington, ON

Whitchurch-Stouffville, ON

North York, ON

Richmond Hill, ON

Oakville, ON
Etobicoke, ON
Mississauga, ON



