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This study examined whether the writing model, “Transferability of writing competence
across languages,” constructed based on findings of past studies, can explain the text
construction of multilinguals writing in three languages. Adopting a case study approach,
the study collected and analyzed 29 writing samples, and think-aloud and interview data.
The results confirmed the validity of the writing model and clarified how multilingual
writers combine strategies from different languages in the text construction process.
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