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A Comparative Sudy of Paper-based and Computer-delivered Writing by CFL Learners

ZHUYu*? ZHOU Xiao-feng® LI Xiaojie®* = ZHANG Xuelli*  GAO Ting-ting"

(1.National Key Laboratory of Cognitive Neuroscience and Learning, Beijing Normal University, Beijing 100875, China; 2.0verseas
Education College, Xiamen University, Xiamen,Fujian 361005, China; 3.Chinese Language and Culture College, Huagiao University,
Xiamen,Fujian 361021, China; 4. Institute of Education, Xiamen University, Xiamen, Fujian 361005, China)

Abstracts: Including writing the test computer is already to become the development direction of language level exam. Through experiment,
questionnaires and interviews, this research compared the attitude of foreign student writing by hand and writing by computer, experience
and result, and found that most students think writing by hand is different from writing by computer. Computer writing has a higher
self-efficacy, computer writing scores higher than the same level scoring composition, and two kinds of scores reached the statistical
significant level. Thus, large-scale or high-risk composition’s assessment or should try to realize use computer to complete.

Keywords: Chinese as a foreign language; writing assessment; writing tools
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